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Sir: 



In response to the Restriction Requirement set forth in the Office Action of June 24, 
2010, the Applicants hereby elect the invention of Group I, drawn to a rotating assembly 
(corresponding to claims 1-4 and 11-19). In addition, the Applicants elect Species II, Figure 5a, 
and assert that claim 18 (as well as generic claims 1-15 and 19) read on elected Species II. 
Therefore, it is submitted that claims 1-4, 1 1-15, 18, and 19 read on both the elected invention of 
Group I and elected Species II. 

The Applicants also traverse the Examiner's Species Restriction Requirement for the 
following specific reasons. 

Firstly, the Examiner's position that Figures 1-4 are directed to a separate Species I is 
incorrect. In particular, the Applicants submit that Figures 1-4 merely illustrate generic subject 
matter recited in all of the pending claims, and so the subject matter of each of claims 16-18 (as 
well as generic claims 1-15 and 19) reads on Figures 1-4. For example, the subject matter of 
Figures 1-4 is not mutually exclusive with respect to the subject matter of Figure 5a and claim 
18, and so the subject matter of claim 18 necessarily also reads on the cam shaft illustrated in 
Figures 1-4. Thus, the Examiner is requested to withdraw the Species Restriction Requirement 
with respect to at least Species I, Figures 1-4. 

The USPTO is hereby authorized to charge any fees under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16, 1.17, and 1.492, which may be required by this 
paper to Deposit Account No. 23-0975. 



Furthermore, the Applicants also traverse the Species Restriction Requirement based on a 
lack of undue burden. In particular, the Applicants note that, due to the minimal number of 
different species identified by the Examiner, the entire application can be examined without any 
undue burden. Thus, the Examiner is requested to withdraw the entire Species Restriction 
Requirement. 

In view of the above election and remarks, a favorable examination on the merits is now 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Tamotsu YAMAMOTO et al. 
/W. Douglas Hahm/ 
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W. Douglas Hahm 
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